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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The information disclosure statement filed 08/02/2006 fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1 .98(a)(3) because it does not include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it 
is presently understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 1 .56(c) most 
knowledgeable about the content of the information, of each patent listed that is not in 
the English language. It has been placed in the application file, but the information 
referred to therein has not been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 -2, 6-1 2, 1 6-1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated 
by Park et al., US Pub. No. 2004/0148632. 

As to claim 1, Park et al. disclose an integrated control system for control of 
distributed home entertainment electronic devices (Abstract; Fig. 1), comprising: a 
controller(200) for managing the operation of said integrated control system (Paragraph 
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44-45); a translator coupled to said controller for translating management instructions 
into management messages using a preferred communications protocol (Wireless 
protocol or IEEE 802 or Bluetooth, Paragraph 158) (Paragraph 42-47, 60-62 - after 
receiving remote control commands, set top box 100 refers to memory 160 to see how 
to encode command. Command is then sent wirelessly - see Fig. 2: 110 and 
Paragraph 157-158. This message is translated and encoded to be sent over the 
wireless network. ); a device database coupled to said controller for storing device 
information (Paragraph 62); at least one communications interface coupled to said 
controller for transmitting and receiving management messages to distributed home 
entertainment electronic devices (Figs 2-5; Paragraph 44 - 48 all appliances are 
connected via wireless LAN). 

As to claim 2, Park et al. disclose the integrated control system of claim 1 , 
wherein said at least one communications interface includes a wireless interface 
(Paragraph 44; Fig. 3-4). 

As to claim 6, Park et al. disclose the integrated control system of claim 1 , 
wherein said at least one communications interface includes a wireline interface 
(Paragraph 48 - system can use HPNA over existing telephone wires). 
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As to claim 7, Park et al. disclose the integrated control system of claim 6, 
wherein said at least one communications interface includes a powerline interface 
(Paragraph 49). 

As to claim 8, Park et al. disclose the integrated control system of claim 1 , 
wherein said at least one communications interface includes both a wireline and a 
wireless interface (Paragraph 48; Figs. 1-2). 

As to claim 9, Park et al. disclose a method to control distributed home 
entertainment electronic devices, comprising: (a) receiving a remote control signal 
(Paragraph 44 and 61); (b) interpreting said remote control signal (Paragraphs 45 and 
61); (c) gathering device information for devices impacted by said remote control signal 
(Paragraph 60-62); (d) translating said remote control signal into a management 
command (Paragraph 61-62 - data about the corresponding appliance is read and the 
proper management command is created); (e) encoding a management message 
based on the management command (Paragraph 60-62; Paragraph 72, Figs. 3-4 - 
controller 230 generates a control signal in response to a remote control command. 
Appliances are connected to set top box through wires or wirelessly, as described in 
Paragraph 158-159); and (f) transmitting said management message (Paragraph 60-62; 
Paragraph 72, Fig. 4 - appliances are connected to the set top box through wires or 
wirelessly). 
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As to claim 10, Park et al. disclose the method of claim 9, wherein said device 
information includes a type of communication protocol supported by a device 
(Paragraph 62 - memory contains IR protocol information for each appliance). 

As to claim 11, Park et al. disclose the method of claim 9, wherein said device 
information includes a unique identifier for a device that can be used to route 
management messages (Paragraph 60, 62 - memory contains IDs of appliances). 

As to claim 12, Park et al. disclose the method of claim 9, wherein step (e) 
Includes encoding a management message using a wireless protocol (Paragraph 158). 

As to claim 16, Park et al. disclose the method of claim 1 1 , wherein said 
wireless protocol is Bluetooth (Paragraph 158). 

As to claim 17, Park et al. disclose a method to provide hierarchical control of 
distributed home entertainment electronic devices, comprising: (a) receiving a remote 

control signal (Paragraph 61); (b) Interpreting said remote control signal (Paragraph 61); 
(c) gathering device configuration information for devices that may be Impacted by said 
remote control signal (Paragraph 60-62); (d) determining management command based 
on said remote control signal and said device configuration information (Paragraph 61- 
62 - data about the corresponding appliance is read and the proper management 
command is created); (e) encoding a management message based on the management 
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command (Paragraph 60-62; Paragraph 72, Fig. 4 - controller 230 generates a control 
signal in response to a remote control command. Appliances are connected to set top 
box through wires or wirelessly, as described in Paragraph 158-159); and (f) 
transmitting said management message (Paragraph 60-62; Paragraph 72, Fig. 4 - 
appliances are connected to the set top box through wires or wirelessly). 



3. Claims 19-21 , 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Russ et al., US Pub. No. 2002/0059642. 

As to claim 19, Russ et al. disclose a method for distributing video signals from 
a first electronic device receiving multiple video streams to a second electronic device 

(Paragraph 21-22; Fig. 1 ; 1 A - set top box 100 connects to head-end service provider 1 
which supplies multiple video streams, set top box 100 distributes video signals to 
computer 101), comprising: (a) receiving a video channel request (Paragraph 25 - 
remote control commands in response to user input are sent to set top box; Fig 2; 
Paragraph 39 - tuner 210, which is connected to remote control receiver 225, tunes to a 
selected channel); (b) encoding a video message that contains video from the 
requested video channel (Paragraph 22-24; Paragraph 41); (c) transmitting the encoded 
video message from the first electronic device to the second electronic device 
(Paragraph 22-24; Paragraph 41). 
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As to claim 20, Russ et al. disclose the metliod of claim 19, wherein said first 
electronic device is a cable set top box (Paragraph 22). 

As to claim 21, Russ et al. disclose the method of claim 19, wherein step (b) 
comprises encoding a video message using IEEE 802.1 1(b) protocol (Paragraph 24). 

As to claim 24, Russ et al. disclose the method of claim 19, wherein step (b) 
comprises encoding a video message using Bluetooth (Paragraph 24). 

As to claim 25, Russ et al. disclose the method of claim 19, wherein step (b) 
comprises encoding a video message using a powerline protocol (Paragraph 25). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3-5 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Park et a!., US Pub. No. 2004/0148632 in view of Willes et al., US Pub. No. 
2005/0117052. 
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As to claims 3-5 and 13-15, while Park et al. disclose that communications 
conform to the standards in the IEEE 802.1 1 family and other wireless protocols 
(Paragraph 155), they do no specifically state which standards are being used. In an 
analogous art, Willes et al. disclose a wireless video distribution network which employs 
IEEE protocols 802.11b, 802.1 1e and 802.15.3a (Paragraph 63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to use the wireless protocols disclosed by Willes et al. in the home 
entertainment control system of Park et al. The motivation for this combination would 
have been to not limit the system to any one type of communication protocol (Park 
Paragraph 158). All the claimed elements were known in the prior art and one skilled in 
the art could have combined the elements as claimed by known methods with no 
change in their respective functions, and the combination would have yielded 
predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

6. Claim 18 Is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Akaiwa 
et al. US Patent No. 6,741 ,240 in view of Park et al., US Pub. No. 2004/0148632. 

As to claim 18, Akaiwa et al. disclose: within a home entertainment system, a 
method of automatically configuring the electronic device upon a change in a video 
input signal (col. 4:8-20); comprising (a) determining a change in a video input signal 
(col. 8:3-1 1); (b) analyzing the characteristics of the video input signal (col. 4:39-64 - 
signal information detector 131 detects signal information including refresh rate, tracking 
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information and resolution information); (c) determining whetlier settings of the 
electronic device should be changed (col. 4:8-20 - determining device 50 determines 
whether or not to change settings); (d) when settings should be changed, generating 
management messages for the device to be changed; and (e) transmitting said 
management message (col. 6:45-59; Fig. 1 - determining device 50 is connected to 
adjusting device 40, which causes display changes when needed, as determined by 
determining device 50). 

Akaiwa et al. fail to disclose a system containing multiple electronic devices. 
However, in an analogous art, Park et al. disclose a system comprising a broad array of 
electronic devices (Fig. 1 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to have multiple electronic devices, as disclosed by Park, 
use the automatic television settings adjustment disclosed by Akaiwa et al. The 
rationale for this combination would have been to automatically adjust video signals for 
use in a range of devices with different inputs. All the claimed elements were known in 
the prior art and one skilled in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by 
known methods with no change in their respective functions, and the combination would 
have yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention. 

7. Claims 22-23 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Russ et al., US Pub. No. 2002/0059642 in view of Willes et al., US Pub. No. 
2005/0117052. 
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As to claims 22-23, while Russ et al. disclose that communications conform to 
the standards in the IEEE 802.1 1 family and other wireless protocols (Paragraph 24), 
they do no specifically state which standards are being used. In an analogous art, 
Willes et al. disclose a wireless video distribution network which employs IEEE 802.1 1e 
and 802.15.3a (Paragraph 63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the wireless protocols disclosed by Willes et al. in the video distribution 
system of Russ et al. The motivation for this combination would have been to not limit 
the system to any one type of communication protocol (Russ Paragraph 24). 

As to claim 26, In an analogous art, Willes et al. disclose a video distribution 
network which conforms to an Ethernet protocol (Paragraph 63). 

8. Claims 27-28, 31-34, 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hylton et al., US Patent No 5,61 3,1 91 in view of Hall, US Pub. No 
2003/0210337. 

As to claim 27, Hylton et al. disclose a television attachment, comprising: a 
wireless interface for receiving digital video signals (col. 29:2-1 8; col. 31 :10-28); a remote 
interface for receiving user commands (col. 32:59 - col. 33:9); and a video transcoder 
coupled to said digital video interface and said remote interface for converting video 
signals between different formats (col. 32:31-37). 

Hylton et al. fail to disclose a UHF/VHF interface for transmitting analog video 
signals to a legacy television. However, in an analogous art. Hall discloses a television 
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dongle which converts a digital signal to an analog UHF television signal via a UHF re- 
modulator (Fig. 4:128) that connects to a television via a modulated television output 
(Fig. 4:38; Paragraph 25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the combine the 
teachings of Hall and Hylton et al. The rationale for this combination would have been 
to produce output signals compatible with a conventional television set. All the claimed 
elements were known in the prior art and one skilled in the art could have combined the 
elements as claimed by known methods with no change in their respective functions, 
and the combination would have yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention. 

As to claim 28, in an analogous art. Hall discloses a television dongle with a 
wireless interface which is an IEEE 802.1 1(b) interface (Paragraph 43). 

As to claim 31, in an analogous art, Hall discloses a television dongle with a 
wireless interface which is a Bluetooth interface (Paragraph 43). 

As to claim 32, Hylton et al. disclose the legacy television dongle of claim 27, 
wherein said video transcoder receives said digital video signals from said wireless 
interface and translates said digital video signals into analog video signals (col. 32:31- 
38). 

As to claim 33, Hylton et al. disclose the legacy television dongle of claim 27, 
wherein said wireless interface receives said user commands from said remote 
interface and translates said user commands into management messages using a 
wireless protocol (col. 32:59 - col. 33:9). 
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As to claim 34, in an analogous art. Hall discloses the legacy television dongle 
of claim 27, wherein said legacy television dongle comprises a mechanical mount for 
affixing said legacy television dongle to a UHFA/HF antenna connector on a legacy 
television (Fig. 4:128 is a UHF re-modulator that connects to a television via a 
modulated television output (Fig. 4:38); Paragraph 25). 

As to claim 36, Hylton et al. disclose a method of receiving digital video signals 
on a legacy analog television using a legacy television dongle (col .29:2-1 8; col .31 :10- 
28), comprising: (a) receiving a digital wireless video signal by the wireless legacy 
television dongle (col. 29:2-18; col. 31 :1 0-28); (b) decoding the digital wireless video 
signal; (c) encoding an analog video signal from the digital wireless video signal (col. 
32:31-38).; and (d) transmitting the analog video signal from the wireless legacy 
television dongle to the legacy analog television (col. 32:31-38 - DET includes video 
D/A converters and appropriate drivers to produce outputs compatible with conventional 
television sets) 

Hylton et al. fail to disclose a UHFA/HF interface for transmitting analog video 
signals to a legacy television. However, in an analogous art. Hall discloses a television 
dongle which converts a digital signal to an analog UHF television signal via a UHF re- 
modulator (Fig. 4:128) that connects to a television via a modulated television output 
(Fig. 4:38; Paragraph 25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the combine the 
teachings of Hall and Hylton et al. The rationale for this combination would have been 
to produce output signals compatible with a conventional television set. All the claimed 
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elements were known in the prior art and one skilled in the art could have combined the 
elements as claimed by known methods with no change in their respective functions, 
and the combination would have yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention. 

9. Claims 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hylton et al., US Patent No 5,613,191 in view of Hall, US Pub. No 2003/0210337 and 
further view of Willes et al., US Pub. No. 2005/01 1 7052. 

As to claims 29-30, while Hylton et al. disclose that communications are carried 
out over a wireless network, they do no specifically state which standards are being 
employed. In an analogous art, Willes et al. disclose a wireless video distribution 
network which employs IEEE protocols 802.1 1e and 802.15.3a (Paragraph 63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time of the 
Invention to use the wireless protocols disclosed by Willes et al. in the system of Hylton 
et al. The rationale for this combination would have been to not limit the system to any 
one type of communication protocol. All the claimed elements were known in the prior 
art and one skilled In the art could have combined the elements as claimed by known 
methods with no change In their respective functions, and the combination would have 
yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Invention. 
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10. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hylton et 
al., US Patent No 5,613,191 in view of Hall, US Pub. No 2003/0210337 and further in 
view of Park et al., US Pub. No. 2004/0148632. 

As to claim 35, Hylton et al. disclose a legacy television dongle, comprising: a 
wireless interface for receiving digital video signals (col. 29:2-1 8; col. 31 : 10-28); a remote 
interface for receiving user commands (col. 32:59 - col. 33:9); and a video transcoder 
coupled to said digital video interface and said remote interface (col. 32:31-37). 

Hylton et al. fail to disclose a UHF/VHF interface for transmitting analog video 
signals to a legacy television. While Hylton et al. disclose converting the digital signal 
obtained over the wireless network to an analog signal for use with a conventional 
television set (col. 32:31-38), they fail to specifically disclose a UHF connection. 
However, in an analogous art. Hall discloses a television dongle which converts a digital 
signal to an analog UHF television signal via a UHF re-modulator (Fig. 4:128) that 
connects to a television via a modulated television output (Fig. 4:38; Paragraph 25). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the combine the 
teachings of Hall and Hylton et al. The rationale for this combination would have been 
to produce output signals compatible with a conventional television set. All the claimed 
elements were known in the prior art and one skilled in the art could have combined the 
elements as claimed by known methods with no change in their respective functions, 
and the combination would have yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention. 
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Hylton et al. also fails to disclose a control signal transcoder coupled to said 
remote interface and said wireless interface; and a control signal database coupled to 
said control signal transcoder. In an analogous art, Park et al. disclose a translator 
coupled to said controller for translating management instructions into management 
messages using a preferred communications protocol (Paragraph 60-62); a device 
database coupled to said controller for storing device information (Paragraph 62). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Park et al. with the teachings of Hylton et al and 
Hall. The rationale for this combination would have been to use the control system 
disclosed by Park without having to use individual set top boxes at each television set. 
All the claimed elements were known in the prior art and one skilled in the art could 
have combined the elements as claimed by known methods with no change in their 
respective functions, and the combination would have yielded predictable results to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ROBERT HANCE whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-5319. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am - 5:00am EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, LunYi Lao can be reached on (571) 272-7671. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/R. H./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 4134 



/Lun-Yi Lao/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 434 



